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-The MAILING DATE of this co mmunication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address « 
THE REPLY FILED 29 April 2006 FAILS TO PLACE THIS APPLICATION IN CONDITION FOR ALLOWANCE. 

time periods: 

^ 53 The Deriod for reply expires 3 months from the mailing date of the final rejection. 

S n Th! npriod for reolv expires w (1) the mailing date of this Advisory Action, or (2) the date set forth in the final rejection, whichever .s later. In 

may reduce any earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

a Notice of Appeal has been filed, any reply must be filed within the time period set forth in 37 CFR 41 .37(a). 

3 M DTh M e E p N rop 0 sed amendments) filed after a final rejection, but prior to the date of filing a brief will opt >. entered because 
' (a) □ They raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below), 

(d)D They Present°additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims. 

NOTE: .(See 37 CFR 1.1 16 and 41 .33(a)). ((DTni 

4. □ The amendment not in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .121 . See attached Notice of Non-Compliant Amendment (PTOL-324). 
«; l~l ADDlicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s): . 

6. □ Newly proposed or amended c.aim(s) would be allowable if submitted in a separate, timely filed amendment canceling the 

7 □ ^tpTse^fappeal, the proposed amendment(s): a) □ will not be entered or b) □ will be entered and an explanation of 
' how the new or amended claims would be rejected is provided below or appended. 

The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 

Claim(s) allowed: . 

Claim(s) objected to: . 

Claim(s) rejected: . 

Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: . 

showing a good and sufficient reasons why it is necessary and was not earlier presented. See 37 CFR 41 -33(d)(1). 
1 0 □ I The affidavit or other evidence is entered. An explanation of the status of the claims after entry is below or attached. 

^Te^ 

See continuation Sheet . 

12. □ Note the attached information Disclosure Statement(s). (PTO/SB/08 or PTO-1449) Paper No(s). 

13. □ Other: _. y^^^^^^l 
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A^S^iiVt!J?SI E Ofto Action dated 1/23/2006 should not be made final due to the new grounds of rejection; however, examiner 
aruqes that the Office Action was made final due to the addition of independent claim 19. Cla.m 6, which is dependent on claim 19, is 
subject to a new search. Furthermore, claim 6 has been ammended, thus constituting a new search. 

Aoolicant arques that independent claim 19 does not read on DeLacy (US 4734868) in view of Walker et al. (US 6425650). Applicant 
argues Sat ?h^ presen invention includes a mark made in one position; however, examiner states that DeLacy teaches a mark recorded 
fn column 1 1 lines 20-22. Figure 9, element 3A illustrates the marks according to DeLacy. Examiner also states that whHe the applicant s 
invention teaches one mark, a plurality of marks satisfies the claim in its broadest interpretation. 

Applicant also argues that DeLacy does not teach the recording medium traveling until the mark is detected by the mark detecting unit and 
Then Sd for a remaining distance Examiner refers to column 1 1 , lines 28-41 in which DeLacy teaches the applicant s claim in its broadest 
interpretation. 

Aoolicant acknowledges that DeLacy does not disclose a mark detecting unit mounted to a recording head at a position separated from 
^e^^kSdn^te DeLacy does teach a mark detecting sensor (photodetector 50 in figure 9). Walker et al. teaches a mark 
detectTn un7mounted on a recording head at a position separated from the predetermined nozzle along the «ub •Mnn.ng . J^rtwnji 
figure 1 elements 100 and 50-56. It would have been obvious to modify DeLacy's Inkjet recording apparatus with ^^f^WaHwr 
et al in order to improve the quality of the detection device. Applicant aruges that DeLacy does not disclose the relationship between the 
mark detecting unit and the nozzle; however, that is disclosed in Walker et al. 

Applicant aruges that Walker et al. does not disclose the relationship between the nozzle position for making a mark and the Position of 
The mark detecting unit. It is illustrated in figure 1 , that the mark detecting unit (element 100) is separated on the recording head from the 
nk pens (elements 56-60), each of the ink pens containing a plurality of nozzles, each of wh.ch makes a mark (column 1 , lines 30-35). 
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